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i'-r. John Creddson 
The hew York Times 
1S20 L St., h¥ 

Washington, D.C. 

Tear Joha, 

Since our last conversation I have been troubled by two sore things, neither of 
which, strikes m as normal. Yesterday, after the end of the working day when his of- ice 
staff could be expected to be gone, it took three of you to interview Bud when I am 
sure he made it clear that he knows less than, the others of us about the King/Ray case; 
And none of you/the Times found any news in what I had gotten from the FBI, proof that 
the case alleged against Ray was to its end BJ knowledge f&Isd end its own lab work 
proved it. 

Having met neither of your colleagues I do not know if they were there. But 
the Times received notice, I did offer copies and it seems to have been entirely alone 
in finding nothing of news value. 

Well, in case none of you were, one of the first things I did was show with 
their own pictures how the FBI was setting CBS up to be its running g dog. 

If your collective work brings anything factual and new to light I'll be happy. 

If you solve the crime it will be sc gfeat a pa -samel favor to m that phlebitis or 
not I'll lead a parade in your honor. 1 have wished since 1 971 that I did not feel 
obligated to do this work. I have too much other work that means more personally. 

What troubles me is not getting beat on a story. Recently I've been giving them 
away, as this past weak, when 1 could have dona a quick- -magazine piece. 1 have another 
FOIa suit filed. There was a tins when it looked like the government might opt not going 
to court. Whe... this became apparent, without seeing t e material - and I've not seen 
it yet - the first thing I did was call a reporter friend and ask him to work out an 
arran g em e nt when there would be xeroxing facilities for all who want copies and for all 
to have equal access. I have this all in writing if you for a minute doubt this. I'm 
getting more than I can use anyway when I'm unwell. But I started this 10 months ago 
with everything I believe comprehensible enough. 

You are all good reporters, but you are all in a strange field. And I think you 
have not perceived the problems the government lias in more acute fore now. I do not 
believe that any of you knows enough about the complicated fact to discriminate, not 
to run the serious risk of being had. In the past I told you twice when you were - and 
that I welcomed the appearance of those stories. Franklin should remember that he was 
had once on an anti-Warren story which vindicated the guilty lawyers. And that after- 
ward I explained this to him and either offered or sent him the proof. (That story is 
still going the rounds as disinformation.) 

It looks bad for three experienced reporters all of whoa, should be busy to 
visit a single nan who can say very little except what they can misuse while they 
stay away from those who might break down the case they are building. 

Your own attitudes toward this story are clear, but I think not to you. You 
have twice misquoted ;cy writing of six or more years ago to ae. Knowing what I think 
I asked you to read those passages and pointed out they do not mean what you said. I 
am sorry you have not learned from these experiences. 

On almost any other story, where there is no chance of confidence being broached, 
good reporters in a strange field seek to check and double-check what they are getting. 

Mn this story there are two possibilities only and you have stayed away. The most obvious 
m ea n in g is that you are so hungry for a sensation on which you do not fear being sued 
is that you don t check the sensations you gather. (I'll be surprised if without of- 
ficial help and guidance and this has to come from those who are now in trouble.) 



